AMENDMENT TO THE GALAXY/SPECTRON, INC. 2008
RESTORATION PLAN

September 2015

The purpose of this amended restoration plan for the Galaxy/Spectron site is to make the
environment and the public whole for injuries resulting from the release of hazardous
substances by implementing restoration actions that return injured natural resources. The
Trustees propose to modify the Final Restoration Plan and Environmental
Assessment for the Galaxy/Spectron Site, Cecil County, Maryland (RP/EA)
completed in June 2008 in order to use the habitat restoration funds to assist with a dam
removal project in Baltimore and Howard Counties, Maryland.

The Galaxy/Spectron Site

The Galaxy/Spectron, Inc., (Spectron) site is an abandoned solvent recycling facility
located approximately six miles northwest of Elkton, Maryland. The site covers
approximately eight acres adjacent to Little Elk Creek, a tributary to the Elk River and
the upper Chesapeake Bay. The main portion of the Site (Plant Area) consists of seven
acres on the southern bank of Little Elk Creek; another portion of the Site is an
approximately one-acre parcel of the Site (Office Area) located on the northern bank of
Little Elk Creek. From the late 1800s through the early 1950s, a water-powered paper
mill operated on the property. In 1961, Galaxy Chemicals, Inc. began a solvent recovery
operation treating wastes generated by the electronics, pharmaceutical, paint, and
chemical process industries. The facility later reopened as Solvent Distillers, Inc., which
later changed its name to Spectron, Inc., which went bankrupt. The facility was closed in
1988 and was abandoned. Left on-site were approximately 1,300 drums and 62 large
storage tanks containing hazardous chemicals and waste.

Hazardous Substance Releases and Environmental Injuries

Past operations at the Spectron recycling facility resulted in contamination of the site
soils and groundwater with volatile organic compounds (VOCs). These hazardous
substances were found in surface water and sediments in Little Elk Creek as a result of
migration from contaminated groundwater from the Spectron Site. Release of VOCs is
linked to injuries in anadromous fish, such as herring and alewife, white perch and the
American eel, as well as their habitat.

Natural Resource Trustees

The natural resources trustees for the Spectron Site include the following four federal and
state agencies: the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) on behalf
of the U. S. Department of Commerce, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) on behalf of the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI), and Natural Resources
(DNR) (collectively, "the Trustees"). Under the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. § 9607(%),



trustees may assess injuries to natural resources resulting from a release of a hazardous
substances covered under CERCLA or the Clean Water Act (CWA) and seek to recover
money damages to fund the restoration of these resources. The goal of the trustees’
natural resource damage assessment was to determine the nature and extent of injuries to
natural resources and to quantify the resulting resource and service losses. Once this
assessment was undertaken, the Trustees examined restoration options in their
Restoration Plan.

Galaxy/Spectron Settlements

In March 2003, a Federal District Judge in the United States District Court for the District
of Maryland finalized a settlement which required de minimis parties to pay $5.8 million
toward the clean-up of the Site. The de minimis settlement included approximately 480
parties who sent relatively small amounts of hazardous material to the Site. De minimis
settlements enable smaller waste contributors to help pay cleanup costs in advance and, in
exchange, release them from future financial obligations at sites. In January 2007, EPA
reached a second settlement for $21.8 million with 95 parties. The settlement includes an
estimated $19.5 million for cleanup at the Site, reimbursement of $1.8 million in past
cleanup costs and payment of $507,300 to natural resource trustees to restore aquatic
habitat and resources that were harmed by the contaminant releases from the Site. The
Trustees had $455,000 available for restoration activities after reimbursement of the
Trustees’ pre-settlement costs. Approximately $90,000 of the restoration funds were
spent on restoration planning, site selection and concept designs for the proposed
restoration site.

2008 Trustee Plan to Restore the Resources

A Final Restoration Plan and Environmental Assessment (RP/EA) was prepared by
federal and state natural resource trustees in June 2008 to address natural resources,
including ecological services, injured, lost or destroyed due to releases of hazardous
substances at the Spectron Site. The RP/EA can be found at:
http://www.darrp.noaa.gov/northeast/spectron/pdf/Spectron RPEA Final.pdf.

In this RP/EA, the Trustees considered numerous restoration alternatives to compensate
the public for injuries to natural resources. The number of sites considered in 2008
includes 72 possible fish blockages and 11 stream restoration sites in both Little Elk
Creek and the overall Elk River watershed.

After evaluating these alternatives, The Trustees proposed to restore anadromous fish
passage at Scotchman Creek in Cecil County, Maryland. This site serves as spawning
ground for white perch, alewife, and blueback herring. The Scotchman Restoration
Project would have allowed for the partial removal of fish blockage and stream
restoration. This restoration option was selected based on the anticipated ecological
benefits to anadromous fish, project cost-effectiveness and overall need for restoration.

However, during the design process for the Scotchman Creek Restoration project, the
Trustees were not able to obtain a valid construction easement from the private
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landowner to access and construct the proposed restoration project. A construction
easement was signed by one of the property owners; however, the Trustees were notified
the legal document was not valid without the additional property owners’ signatures. The
Trustees spent over 4 years working with the private owners; however, these negotiations
were unsuccessful and a construction access easement was never finalized. Hence, the
Scotchman Creek Restoration Project cannot be implemented.

Proposed Amendment to the 2008 Restoration Plan

Because the Trustees were unable to carry out the Scotchman Creek Restoration Project,
they must consider other options for restoring the environment and compensating the
public for service losses due to the release of hazardous substances at the Spectron Site.
The Trustees first considered the non-preferred restoration alternatives included in the
RP/EA; however, these alternatives remained unviable and/or non-preferred when re-
evaluated (Table 1). Additional restoration projects were then evaluated. After
considering multiple alternatives, the Trustees recommend the Bloede Dam Removal
Project for the use of Galaxy/Spectron funding.

Proposed Bloede Dam Removal Project

Since the Scotchman Creek Project is no longer a viable option, the Trustees propose to
modify the 2008 RP/EA to use the habitat restoration funds to assist with the Bloede
Dam Removal Project in Baltimore and Howard Counties, Maryland (Figure 1). The
Bloede Dam Removal Project meets the need to compensate for lost services, has a high
likelihood of success, has a high probability of project implementation and would comply
with all Federal, state and local laws. The proposed removal of this dam is intended to
benefit the types of trust resources that were impacted by hazardous substance releases at
the Spectron Site. Specifically, the removal of the Bloede Dam would restore more than
65 miles of spawning habitat for blueback herring (4losa aestivalis), alewife (4losa
pseudoharengus), American shad (4losa sapidissima), and American eel (4dnguilla
rostrata). Anadromous fish, such as herring and alewife, are species that live in saltwater
as adults, but migrate into freshwater streams to spawn. Dams and other fish blockages
in these streams present significant impacts to these species and these restoration actions
are a priority.

The proposed selection of this project ensures all remaining Spectron settlement funds
(approximately $350,000) would be used for the construction of a habitat restoration
project since planning and design for the Bloede Dam removal has been funded through
other sources including the Maryland Department of Natural Resources and NOAA
Restoration Center. Therefore, the remainder of the Galaxy/Spectron, Inc. funds would
be allocated directly to construction activities benefiting anadromous fish.

Compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act

Actions undertaken by the Trustees to restore natural resources or services under
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CERCLA and other federal laws are subject to the National Environmental Policy Act,
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq., and the regulations guiding its implementation (40
C.F.R. 1500 ef seq.). The 2008 Spectron Restoration Plan/Environmental Assessment
outlines the Trustees’ compliance with NEPA requirements for selection of a dam
removal project in the area of the Spectron site and concluded with a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) under NEPA. The conclusions outlined in the Spectron
RP/EA FONSI are also supported by the findings discussed in NOAA’s Restoration
Center Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) (DATE: 4.20.15),
which outlines the typical environmental impacts of dam removal projects. NOAA’s
initial determination under NEPA is the Bloede Dam Removal Project is covered under
the PEIS, 2008 Spectron Restoration Plan/Environmental Assessment, FONSI and this
amended plan. Construction activities will not commence until the final Record of
Decision (ROD) is signed.

For the sake of further informing the public, short and long-term impacts, are repeated
below:

Air Quality Impacts

Minor increases in the amounts of carbon monoxide or other pollutants associated with
the use of heavy machinery may be temporarily associated with the proposed dam
removal activities during the construction phase. Construction activities should have no
long-term air quality impacts on the site or surrounding environment.

Water Quality Impacts

An increase in turbidity is expected due to the release of impounded sediments contained
by the dam. This increase would occur during construction activities and during storm
events when sediment is carried by river flow to downstream river reaches. These
turbidity increases are expected to be both short and long term as described in the PEIS.
The estimated maximum potential silt release following Bloede Dam removal is
equivalent to the amount of suspended sediment transported in the river over a one day
period under the background conditions during an 8-year recurrence flow event.
Modeling results indicated that it may take up to 28 weeks (approximately 6.5 months)
for most of the reservoir deposit to be eroded downstream and to reduce the suspended
sediment concentration to the background levels if there are no high flow events
following dam removal. The duration of impoundment erosion and high suspended
sediment concentration is reduced to about 4 weeks (approximately 1 month) if high flow
occurs soon after dam removal. Longer term impacts include sediment deposition in
downstream river reaches that would be persistent for approximately 4-6 years. It should be
noted, however, the persistent sediment deposition in a reach does not mean the bed would be
ubiquitously covered with sand deposit. Erosion control devices to minimize or prevent
sediments from entering the water column such as turbidity curtains would be used on-
site during construction activities for temporary roads, staging areas and sewer line
reconstruction. The release of Bloede Dam sediment could result in deposition of
inorganic phosphorus in sediments of the tidal Patapsco River and under saline, and
especially low oxygen conditions, a portion of that phosphorus could become bio-
available for the growth of algae. The phosphorus releases are expected to be very
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moderate. The proposed dam removal project is anticipated to have no long-term
negative water quality impacts but instead improve water quality in the former
impoundment area.

Geology and Soils
Impacts to geology and soils are described in the “Water Quality Impacts” section above.

Wetland and Vegetation Impacts

Since the dam is a run-of-the-river dam and lacks water storage, emergent wetland
vegetation is not present and would not be impacted. Riparian trees rooted in the Bloede
impoundment sediment would be removed prior to dam removal; however, all trees
would be replanted in the newly restored site and park areas in the Patapsco watershed.

Aesthetics Impacts
Positive impacts on aesthetics are expected due to the restoration of the stream to its

historic form.

Noise Impacts

There would be a minor increase in noise levels at the project site during the construction
phase of this project. These impacts are expected to be short-term and limited to active
periods of construction between sunrise and sunset.

Recreational Impacts

After the completion of the dam removal, the project area would provide benefits for
passive recreation including canoe and kayaking opportunities. Public safety at the dam
site would be improved for recreational users. The dam is a documented drowning
hazard within the Patapsco Valley State Park. This hazard would be eliminated with the
removal of the dam. Additional recreational opportunities include bird watching, hiking
and fishing.

Transportation Impacts

Some additional minor impacts to land based transportation in the project area would be
expected during the construction phase. Trucks would transport construction equipment,
materials and workers to the restoration site.

Cultural and Historic Resources

The Bloede Dam meets the criteria for eligibility to be listed in the National Register of
Historic Places; therefore, removal would have impacts to historic resources. NOAA will
enter into memorandum of agreement with the Maryland Historical Trust and other
parties that will outline the specific steps needed to mitigate adverse impacts to cultural
and historic resources. Dam Removal will not occur until the memorandum of agreement
with the Maryland Historical Trust is enacted and Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800
(Section 106) is complete.

Fish and Wildlife Habitat Impacts



Do we still expect impact on spawning?

The passage of migratory fish during spawning season is currently impacted by the
Bloede Dam. No anadromous fish are passing the current site due to the dam and
ineffective fish ladder. Adverse impacts to fish, such as increased turbidity, are
temporary in nature and would be minimized via the use of best management practices.
These temporary impacts are anticipated to have a short term impact to fish and wildlife
habitats at the site; however the net effect of the project would be an improvement in
wildlife function. The Trustees know of no direct or indirect impacts of the proposed
restoration action on threatened or endangered species, or their designated critical
habitats. The general locale where the restoration actions would be sited is not critical
habitat for any listed species. No unique or rare habitat would be destroyed due to
blockage removal or stream restoration. The restoration action proposed can be
implemented in compliance with all applicable state and local permits and approvals, and
associated state water quality certification. All permits would be obtained prior to
initiating site activities. In the long-term, the proposed dam removal is expected to
benefit fish and wildlife habitat.

Cumulative Impacts

Fish blockage removal and stream restoration occurs all over the northeastern and mid-
Atlantic United States in order for anadromous fish species to return to historical habitat.
The proposed restoration, therefore, sets no precedents for future actions of a type that
would significantly affect the quality of the human environment. There are numerous
efforts to restore fish passage in the State of Maryland being led by the Maryland
Department of Natural Resources and American Rivers. The proposed project would
only restore a historical fish passageway that originally existed and naturally occurred in
the area.

Request for Information

Requests for further information about the proposed modifications to the original
RP/EA may be directed to Mary Andrews, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration — National Marine Fisheries Service, 410 Severn Avenue, Suite 207A,
Annapolis, Maryland 21403 or mary.andrews@noaa.gov
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Table 1. Alternatives Considered for the Galaxy/Spectron, Inc. Restoration Funding

Project Name

Project Type

Investigate
din
original
alternatives
analysis
(Y/N)

Within Little
Elk Creek
Watershed

(Y/N)

Owner
Willingness
(Y/N)

Extent Project Meets
Objective of
Compensating for
Lost Injured
Resources - Direct
Restoration of
Anadromous Fish
Habitat (High/Low)

Expected
Cost versus
Expected
Benefit
(High/Low)

Feasibility of
Project
Implementation
(High/Low)

Compliance
with all Likelihood
Federal, state | of Project
and local laws |  Success
(Y/N) (High/Low)

Comments

Spectron Dam Removal

Dam Removal

No High High

Low

Yes High

Dam removal at Spectron Site is not
deemed feasible at this time. As stated by
EPA on 4/4/12 "it was eventually
concluded by all parties involved, including
the Galaxy/Spectron Site PRP Group,
USEPA, and MDE, that the benefits of
removal did not outweigh potential
negative impacts to the creek” at this time.
Spectron dam removal will not be pursued
at this time.

Laurel Run Dam Removal

Dam Removal

High High

Low

Yes High

Property owner in foreclosure: currently
bank owned property now. No owner
willingness to remove.

Sandy Hill Boys and Girls Camp

Phragmites
Removal

No No

Yes Low

High

High

Yes High

Phragmites removal in tidal marsh at boys
& girls camp. No direct benefits to
anadromous fish.

Centreville Dam Removal

Dam Removal

Yes High

High

High

Yes High

Dam removal in Centreville, MD on the
Corsica River Watershed. First dam on the
tributary. Construction scheduled for Fall
2015. All funding obtained for removal
with no additional funding needed.

Bloede Dam Removal

Dam Removal

No No

Yes I

igh High

High

Yes High

First dam on the Patapsco River - two
upper dams removed using NOAA/MD
funding. Project has herring, American and
hickory shad. American eel.

Cumberland Dam Removal

Dam Removal

No No

Yes Low

Low

Yes High

Western Maryland Dam removal project.
American eel present; no anadromous
species. Would need to fund design and

implementation. Contaminants present.
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Figure 1. Bloede Dam Location
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Appendix A: Agency Comments on Amended Restoration Plan
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; - | Larry Hogan, Governor David R. Craig, Secretary
[ )} |} Boyd Rutherford. Lt. Governor Wendi W. Peters, Deputy Secretary

Maryland Depértment of Planning

August 31, 2015

Ms. Mary Andrews

NOAA Restoration Center

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
410 Severn Avenue

Suite 207A

Annapolis, MD 21403

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE RECOMMENDATION
State Application Identifier: MD20150707-0629
Applicant:  National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Project Description: Draft Amended Restoration Plan (RP): Proposed Amendment to the Galaxy/Spectron, Inc. 2008
Restoration Plan
Project Location: Cecil County
Approving Authority: U.S. Department of Commerce DOC/NOAA
Recommendation:  Consistent with Qualifying Comment(s) and Contingent Upon Certain Action(s)

Dear Ms. Andrews:

In accordance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and Code of Maryland Regulation 34.02.01.04-.06, the State
Clearinghouse has coordinated the intergovernmental review of the referenced project. This letter constitutes the State
process review and recommendation. This recommendation is valid for a period of three years from the date of this letter.

Review comments were requested from the Maryland Department(s) of Natural Resources, Transportation, the
Environment and the Maryland Department of Planning, including the Maryland Historical Trust; and Cecil County.

The Maryland Department(s) of Transportation and the Maryland Department of Planning; and Cecil County found this
project to be consistent with their plans, programs and objectives.

The Department of Transportation stated that "as far as can be determined at this time, the subject has no unacceptable
impacts on plans or programs.”

The Maryland Department of Planning (MDP) stated that it is Consistent with the policies contained in Executive Order
01.01.1992.27 (Maryland Economic Growth, Resource Protection, and Planning Act of 1992), Executive Order
01.01.1998.04 (Smart Growth and Neighborhood Conservation Policy), State Priority Places policies, and MDP plans,
programs and objectives.

The Maryland Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and Environment (MDE) found this project to be generally
consistent with their plans, programs and objectives, but included certain qualifying comments summarized below.

The Maryland Department of Natural Resources stated that consultation between the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT),
NOAA, and DNR is ongoing, and a draft Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) is being prepared that will stipulate all
agreed-upon mitigation measures, in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

301 West Preston Street - Suite 1101 - Baltimore - Maryland - 21201
Tel: 410.767.4500 - Toll Free: 1.877.767.6272 - TTY users: Maryland Relay - Planning.Maryland.gov



Ms. Mary Andrews

August 20, 2015

Page 2

State Application ldentifier: MD20150707-0629

The Maryland Department of the Environment comments are as follows:

1. Any solid waste including construction, demolition and land clearing debris, generated from the subject project,
must be properly disposed of at a permitted solid waste acceptance facility, or recycled if possible. Contact the Solid
Waste Program at (410) 537-3315 for additional information regarding solid waste activities and contact the Waste
Diversion and Utilization Program at (410) 537-3314 for additional information regarding recycling activities.

2. The Waste Diversion and Utilization Program should be contacted directly at (410) 537-3314 by those facilities
which generate or propose to generate or handle hazardous wastes to ensure these activities are being conducted in
compliance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations. The Program should also be contacted prior to
construction activities to ensure that the treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous wastes and low-level radioactive
wastes at the facility will be conducted in compliance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations.

3. The proposed project may involve rehabilitation, redevelopment, revitalization, or property acquisition of
commercial, industrial property. Accordingly, MDE's Brownfields Site Assessment and Voluntary Cleanup Programs
(VCP) may provide valuable assistance to you in this project. These programs involve environmental site assessment in
accordance with accepted industry and financial institution standards for property transfer. For specific information about
these programs and eligibility, please contact the Land Restoration Program at (410) 537-3437.

The Maryland Historical Trust stated that their finding of consistency is contingent upon the applicant's completion of the
review process required under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and is summarized below.

It is MHT’s understanding that these funds will be used, in part, to assist in the Bloede Dam Removal Project in Baltimore
County. The Bloede Dam, Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties (MIHP) number BA-3003, is historic. The
structure is significant for its specialized engineering, innovative design, and association with early electrification. The
dam is individually eligible for listing in the National Register under Criteria A, B, and C. The removal of the Bloede
Dam will constitute an adverse effect as defined in 36 CFR 800. Consultation between MHT, NOAA, and DNR is
ongoing and a draft Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) is being prepared that will stipulate all agreed-upon mitigation
measures, in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Any statement of consideration given to the comments(s) should be submitted to the approving authority, with a
copy to the State Clearinghouse.

The State Application Identifier Number must be placed on any correspondence pertaining to this project. The State
Clearinghouse must be kept informed if the approving authority cannot accommodate the recommendation.



Ms. Mary Andrews

August 20, 2015

Page 3

State Application Identifier: MD20150707-0629

Please remember, you must comply with all applicable state and local laws and regulations. If you need assistance or
have questions, contact the State Clearinghouse staff person noted above at 410-767-4490 or through e-mail at
nasrin.rahman@maryland.gov. Also please complete the attached form and return it to the State Clearinghouse as
soon as the status of the project is known. Any substitutions of this form must include the State Application Identifier
Number. This will ensure that our files are complete.

Thank you for your cooperation with the MIRC process.

Sincerely,

J [ (1
) A e/
liinda C. aney, J.D/ ASS,S%'N Secretary
/ )

LCJ:NR

cc:
Tina Quinichette - MDOT Greg Golden - DNR John Leocha - MDPLR&WC Peter Conrad - MDPL
Amanda Degen - MDE Eric Sennstrom - CECL David Dahlstrom - MDPLU Beth Cole - MHT

15-0629 CRR.CLS.doc



N\ Larry Hogan, Governor David R. Craig, Secretary

!

—
.
zl [ ) l} Boyd Rutherford, Lt. Governor Wendi W. Peters, Deputy Secretary

/

Maryland Department of Planning

PROJECT STATUS FORM

Please complete this form and return it to the State Clearinghouse upon receipt of notification that the project has been
approved or not approved by the approving authority.

TO: Maryland State Clearinghouse DATE: o
Maryland Department of Planning (Please fill in the date form completed)
301 West Preston Street
Room 1104
Baltimore, MD 21201-2305

FROM: o PHONE: i .
(Name of person completing this form.) (Area Code & Phone number)

RE: State Application Identifier: MD20150707-0629
Project Description: Draft Amended Restoration Plan (RP): Proposed Amendment to the

Galaxy/Spectron, Inc. 2008 Restoration Plan

PROJECT APPROVAL

This project/plan was: DApproved DApproved with Modification DDisapproved
Name of Ap;;);"i;l—g Ahthority: . R o " Date Approved:
FUNDING APPROVAL

The funding (if applicable) has been approved for the period of:
,201 to , 201 as follows:

l;é(ieral $: M -I:(;c_a“l $ Siate $: ' Other $

OTHER

O

Further comment or explanation is attached

301 West Preston Street - Suite 1101 - Baltimore - Maryland - 21201
MDPCH-1F | o1 410.767.4500 - Toll Free: 1.877.767.6272 - TTY users: Maryland Relay - Planning.Maryland.gov



Appendix B: Affidavit of Publication

Chesapeake Publishing 07113115
P.0. Box 500

29088 Airpark Drive

Easton, MD 21601

Phone: Fax.

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF : MARYLAND
COUNTY OF: CECIL

Personally appeared 07/13/15 before me, Rocky Brooks of the Cecil Whig, APG Media
of Chasapeakq, LLC, a daily newspaper printed and published in the City of Elkton,
County of Cecil, State of Maryland, circulated in town of Cecilton, Charlestown, Ches-
apeake City, Elkton, North East, Perryville, Port Deposit and Rising Sun, who, being
duly sworn states that an advertisement of Amended Restoration Plan was published in

the:
Cecil Whig 07/13/15
cecildaily.com Online  07/13/15 PUBUIC NOTICE
Trustses Issue Draft
Amaended Restoration Plan

On Juty 10, 2015 the Natonal Dceanic and At-
mosphenc Administration (MOAA), on behalf of
. the Natural Resource Trustees, issued a Draft
Amended Restoration Plan for the Galaxy

Speciron Site, Cecll County, Mandand. The

purpose of this amended restoration plan for
- - the Galaxy/Spactron site is to meke the envi-
David Fike rmf;wm mj m? p«bﬁ(z‘:’v{‘ho&e mjurﬁgs resuil-
H ing fram relaase of hazarn substances
President & Publisher b’?imp,emm SN0 W h s ARak ey
injured natural resources, Tha Trushees pro-
pose 1o modidy the Final Restoration Plan and
Environmental Assessment for the Galaxy/
Spectron Site, Cecil County, Maryland (RP/EA]
campletad in June 2008 in order 1o use the hab-
nat restoration funds from previous settiemants
1o assist with & dam removal project in Bali-
more and Howard Counties, Maryland. The
public comment period on this plan ends Au-
ust 10, 2015, The Draft Amended Restorabion

lan is avaiabie an the follovang website: littp

» submit your writlen comments, please con-
fact: Mary Andrews at NOAA, 410 Spverm Ave-
nue Sulte Z07A, Annapolls, MD 21403 or email
@t mary.a ndrews@@noas gov,
ow 713 2565681
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Appendix C: Summary of Public Comments

No public Comments were received on the Amended Restoration Plan
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